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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response to applicant's amendments filed on 03/06/2008. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following Is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 29-56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claims 29 and 49, the phrase "where said has a condenser microphone" is 
indefinite since it is not clear to what the applicant is exactly referring to that has the 
condenser microphone. Furthermore, the applicant has not clearly defined what a 
pickup means is. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 39,48, 49 and 52 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

• Claims 39 and 49 recite " a fitting means connection means". This phrase is 
confusing. Furthermore, claim 49 states "afitting means". The examiner believes 
that the phrase should state "a fitting means". 

• Claim 48 states "A device as in claim 39 in which claim 45 which said...". It is 
unclear to what claim this is depending from. 

• Claim 52 is dependent on claim 31; however, claim 31 has been cancelled. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 39,40,43, 49,50, and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Willers et al (DEI 01 64044) in view of Scalise et al (US 5,812,678) 
and further in view of Bailey (US 5,501 ,596). 

Willers discloses a dental device comprising a scaler attached to a pick-up 
through a connection; wherein the scaler is capable of being interchanged. The pick up 
is connected to an amplifier with is connected to an audio production device 
(loudspeaker or headphones), (see paragraph 0019 and the claims). Willers only 
discloses that the pick-up is a transducer. However, Willers fails to disclose a 
condenser microphone and a female friction fitting means. 

Scalise teaches a sound detection device wherein in the pick-up is a transducer 
182 in the form of a condenser microphone with a receptacle 144 for connection of a 
jack. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the pick-up transducer of Willers in the form of a 
condenser microphone with a receptacle, as taught by Scalise, since a condenser 
microphone is a common form of an electro-audio transducer and to facilitate 
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connection of the picl^-up to tine scaler. However, Willers/Scalise fails to disclose a 
female friction fitting means attached to a scaler and amplifier. 

Bailey teaches a scaler (13) attached to an electric control unit (3) via a female 
friction fit means (Fig. 1 ) (see abstract and claim 1 6). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Wlllers/Scallse to Include the female fhction fit means, as taught by Bailey, since such a 
system is a well known means of for connecting two components. 

Claims 45,46 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wlllers et al (DE1 01 64044) in view of Scalise et al (US 5,812,678) In further view of 
Bailey (US 5,501 ,596) as applied to claims 39 and 49 above, and further in view of 
Berube-Lauzlere et al (US 2003/0143510). 

Willers/Scalise/Bailey discloses the invention substantially as claimed except for 
a power source connected to the device. 

Berube-Lauzlere teaches a dental device comprising a dental instrument A 
attached to a pick-up means 12 through a connecting means 18, 20, where the pick-up 
means is connected to an amplifier 58, which is connected to an audio production 
means 56. Berube-Lauzlere also teaches that the device may be connected to a 
outside power supply 48 or is powered by a battery (paragraph 0028, lines 1-6). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made connect the device of Willers/Scalise/Bailey to a power supply such as a battery, 
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as taught by Berube-Lauziere, because the device needs to be connected to some kind 
of power supply to worl<. 

Claims 41,42, 47,51 and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Willers et al (DE1 01 64044) in viewof Scalise et al (US5,81 2,678), in 
further view of Bailey (US 5,501,596) as applied to claims 39 and 49, above, and 
further in view of Moore (US2004/0077974). 

Willers/Scalise/Bailey discloses the invention substantially as claimed except for 
a system wherein the amplifier has a volume control or the connections between 
various elements are wireless. 

Moore shows a laparoscopic detection device that emits an audible signal 
wherein the amplifier/speaker 32 includes a volume control means 34. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
provide the amplifier and/or audio production means of Willers/Scalise/Bailey with a 
volume control means, as taught by Moore, so that the volume can be adjusted. 
Moore also teaches that the device is wireless (paragraph 001 1 ). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make 
the device of Willers/Scalise/Bailey wireless, as taught by Moore, in order to provide 
hands-free convenience and an enhanced diagnostic tool. 

Claims 44 and 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Willers et al (DEI 01 64044) in view of Scalise et al (5,812,678) in further view of 
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Bailey (US 5,501 ,596) as applied to claims 39 and 49 above, and further in view of 
Siemons (2005/0058962). 

Willers/Scalise/Bailey discloses the invention substantially as claimed except 
wherein the device has a clip. 

Siemons shows a dental device which is small and portable. The device may 
include a clip (paragraph 26). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to provide the device of Willers/Scalise/Bailey 
with a clip, as taught by Siemons, so that the casing may be held in a location that is 
convenient for the dentist. 

Claims 48 and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Willers et al (DEI 01 64044) in view of Scalise et al (5,812,678) in further view of 
Bailey (US 5,501 ,596) as applied to claims 39 and 49 above, and further in view of Mills 
et al.(US 5,700,147). 

Willers/Scalise/Bailey discloses the invention substantially as claimed except for 
the dental scaler having a female fitting end rather than a male fitting end. 

Mills teaches a device wherein the dental scaler (22) includes a male fitting end 
(Column 4, Lines 58-60). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Willers/Scalise/Bailey to include a 
dental scaler having a male fitting end rather than a female fitting end, as taught by 
Mills, since it has been held that a mere reversal of the essential working parts of a 
device involves only routine skill in the art. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments liave been considered but are moot in view of tine new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892 Form. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sunil K. Singh whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3460. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30am-5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Cris L. Rodriguez can be reached on (571) 272-4964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retheval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

07/08/2008 /Sunil K Singh/ 

Examiner 
Art Unit 3732 

/Cris L. Rodriguez/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3732 



